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Reader, 


T i a Story too grievous for me to tell (who am One 
whoſe Labour in the Work has been none of the leaſt ) 
what hath been tranſafted in bringing the Nonconformiſt 
Brethren of the London Miniſtry to an Union; and 

now «pon the Breach, what of late hath been towards a Reco- 
very of it, I have the witneſs of my own Conſcience in the 
thing, and it were ſome Defiling of it to make my own Relation. 
Thus much muſt be known upon Neceſſity, that for as much as 
Dr. Bates, Mr. Howe, Mr. Alſop, Mr. Mayo and Mr. 
Burgeſſe with many more had ſubſcribed an Approbation to 
a Book, of Mr. Williams's, in which ſome Paſſages were except- 
ed againſt by ſome others of Note amongſt 7s, it was Propo- 
ſed in a Meeting of many, and moſt of the Ghief of both Fes, 
that theſe Brethren ſhould withdraw that Approbation ; Or 
draw in, as it were, its Breath ſo long, till thoſe Paſſages 
might be Examined, whether it was fit ſuch a Teſt:mony as 
theirs ſhould be born to them, Unto thu Propoſal, the Bre- 
thren Forenamed Prudentially Complied, in granting of theſe 
three things (only Dr. Bates aud Mr. Allop were not preſent 
when the Laſt was Agreed unto.) That the Interpretation of 
their Approbation ſhou!d not be Etended beyond the Ori- 
ginal [ntention,, That if there appeared any Frrors in his 

2 Books, 
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Books, they would be "ready tn Declare againſt them; And 
that one of the Brethren ſhould be appointed to Collett thoſe + 
Errors, and bring a Copy thereof to the Brethren to ſcan the 
matter ; which Province was put ou me, 

This being-an Office, on which ſo.much Depended in Order 
to Peace, I conld not fhift it off ;. and yet wery hard to Un- 
certake, becauſe ſo ungratetul,, to Appear as an Acculer, 
ard ſo troubleſome ro be an Opponent, and ſtand to the 
Proof of every Error, that I ſhould note for Error, There 
was but one way, Low to get out of theſe two' Emergent 
Straits, which was to look into the Books of ſome of the 
more Eminent of our Brethren, unto whom we pay a Deference 
in regard to their Orthodoxie, and to ſet down their Words 
(which Mr. W's. I count, might not Diſpute) in one Column, 
and Mr. W's. his Words in anotkery, and if they be but found 
Contradiftory, my Work, 1 reckon Fifeftually Performed , 
for their Buoks berrg put into the Flace of the Accuſer, and 
Opponent, 1 Look on my ſelf to be at Liberty, and 'to be 
Concerned no farther than that my Quotations be Fuſtifiable as 
Right and Fair ; their Teſtimony ad hominem being the 
moſt ſufficient Probation. 

If the Dodrine- of thoſe Reverend Brethren who Subſcribed 
the fore-mentioned Approbation to Mr. Ws's Book be found in 
their own Books to be contrary to that I have Collefted out of 
His, I would fain know what Medium can be deviſed by any 
Man more proper, more ſufficient (1 ſay) and eff=Qual for 
the making either My. W's to retract what he hath written, 
or thoſe Brethren their hands from his Book ? This ts the very 
dirett Task ts put upon me to effect. 

Accordingly 1 prepared ſuch a Paper, and a Copy thereof 
was Diſtributed to ſeveral of the aforejaid Brethren, whereof 
One of them without any Knowledge or Licenſe of mine, did 


let Mr. Humfrey have his Copy (wot telling him, who was 
rhe 
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the Colleflor) to Read ; and he Writing ſome Animadver fions 
0 it, ſent them in a Printed Sheet as a Letter to him 
having before Returned his Copy. pon this Sheet of Mr. 
Humtrey's, Mr. W's. Prints another in Anſwer to it, and 
Falls on me, as if I had done him wrong in my (Quotations. 
This Sheet of Mr. W's. therefore doth Conſtrain me to Print 
Likewiſe an Anſwer to himfor Vindication of my Self and Dr. 
Bates, upon whom I count, when my (Quotations ſhall be 
found to l true, and that which I have done is only bring- 
ing the Drs. Books againſt Mr. W s, if any thing ſtick in point 
of 'Dofrine, it maſt fall, 


As for Mr. Humfrey, I have little Reaſon for my Part 
to thank him for his Animadverſions, ſeeing any one may 
perceize in whoſe favour they are written. Nevertheleſs 
1 cannot but take notice what a Spirit Mr. W's ſhews 
hin;jelf to te of in the Style he uſes towards him. If ever 
there was a Plilanthropy, cr Benignity of mind ſhewn in 
any Office clone 10 a th..n of no more acquaintance and concers 
than there is (ſo far as I knew) between theſe two, we bave 
Lere an Example of it. Mr. Humfrey I believe did 
filently think, that the Golleftlor of theſe Objeitions, and 
thoſe, that put me upon it, had oppreſſed Mr. W's, and 
therefore getting a Copy did both make and Publiſh his Ani- 
madverfions without my knowledge, as I have ſaid, to the 
very intent, as one may judge, that all might ſee what a 
little we had to except againſt him, who doth in every Ob- 
jettion, or for the moſt part, go about to cover Mr. W's ; 
and where he cannot, he tells be had net his Books at pre- 
ſent by him to examine the Quotations, whereby he does 
manifeſtly open a door for Mr. W's to bring himſelf off ; 
and yet is Mr. W's under ſo great a prejudice as to blame 
Mr. Humirey even for this, that he would Print my Col. 
| leftion; 
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deftions without looking firſt into his Books, whether they were 
true or no; whereas if any of them be falſe, it is that, above 
any thing, would juſtifie his Books, 


There is no doubt but here was kindneſs intended, (and a 
very great kindneſs in ſo Grave and Peaccable a Man's ap- 
pearing as a third Perſon 1n his behalf, when one's own ial 
ſying himſelf is look'd upon as vile, and impotent ;) and yet do 
I not ſee one handſome word of thanks or acknowledgement gi- 
ven him, but, on the contrary, a ſullen diſdain, that he or any 
ſhould offer to vindicate him but himſelf 5 and therefore ments- 
ons not any thing of that which Mr. H. put im for his aſſiſtance, 
(as b2 deals by Dr. Bates mentioving n:thing of his) but ve- 
ferrs ſtill to hes own Books, of which he has ſo high a value, 
that be cannot forbear expreſſing it, and let us know, that it 
es for want -of deeper thoughts (viz. in reading his Books,) 
that I and my Brethren on one fide, and My. H. on the other, 
do not ſee the Truth ſtated againſt the exceſs of as both. 


I perceive, that what My H. hath ſaid im his Gandid Opi- 
ion of the Collettor at the beginning of his Sheet, tho he fa- 
vours Mr. W's moſt im that which follows, hath angred Mr. 
W's very much ; but I who am of another mind, muſt acknow- 
ledge that ingenuity aud moderation of Mr. H. which was long 
ago known to all the World, and therefore will conclude what | 
have ſaid of him with the words of the Prous, Learned, and 
Fudicious Mr. Rickman, on occaſion of ſeme Controterſie be- 
tween them, as ſeaſonably inflrudtive to us 1m their Example. 
« Poſtquam Schedas haſce ad Umbilicum perduxeram, 
« incidi in Librum Reverendi Johannis Humfrejs 1n quo ni- 
< hil reperio,quod non Humfre:wm Spirat Virum, (ſcilicet ) 
« cum Eruditum tum Pact Eccleſiaſirce Studiofſimum. At 
« quam diveriifiime ab 1llo Sentire ſum Coactus & —_ 
© tibus 
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« tibus Innoteſcet. Sential jam tandem Orbis Chriſtianus 
&« nos Pr esbyterianos poſſe placide Diflentire, & totius rei 
<« Litem unius Sacrz Scripturx Arbitrio dirimendam Re- 
«* linquere. 


There are two or three things at the end of My. W's his 
Paper that do offend me, becauſe I know there us want of truth 
in thoſe Reflettions ; * but I reſolve (at leaſt at preſent) to for- 
bear any other Narration, becauſe I ſee no good like to come of 
it. That which I attend, and am to attend, 1s my Quotations, 
and hauing made others beſides theſe mm reference to Mr. Howe, 
and My. Alſop's Books, as well as Dr. Bates, I purpoſely wave 
them, to try Mr. W's firſt with Dr. Bates. If He yield to the 
Dottor, it 1s an Engagement unto us all, and we ſhall preſently 
come to « Compoſition with him : If he will not yield to bam, 
neither will he yield to the reſt ; and then if he-tvill not yield to 
us, he may depart from us, and we ſhall come to a Compoſition 
without him. So that either with him, or without him, ac- 
cording to the moſt Ghrittian Reſolution of ſome Worthy Bre- 
thren of both Perſwaſions (ſo far as I can do it) we will come 


to a Compolition: 
Stephen Lobb:. 


ERRATA:. 


 ERRATA. 


E pleas'd to Corre&t with your Pen the followi 
the miſtake of the pe rk wing Errata, occaſioned by 
Page 16. line 17. for Then, -read When. ge 4 Hine 16, for ar, read us 
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Tothe Reverend Dr. BATES. 


Honoured and Reverend Sir, 


T HE Aflurance you gave me of Mr. ”s, his Diſpoſition 


to Peace, and his Agreement with Your (elf in Do@rinals, 

greatly rejoyced me, animating my hopes, that our En- 

deavours, through the Grace of God, might end in an 
obtaining the much deſired Coalition ; but meeting with a ſheet 
laſt Munday under Mr. #'*s. his own Name, I ſaw in ic enough 
to weaken my hopes. ; 

The ſheet contains an Anſwer to thoſe things, I did, on the 
defire of ſome Worthy Brethren, colle& our of his Writings, 
which was done with an honeſt Delign (God knows) to Reſtore 
Peace, and Secure Truth, in which I did, without the leaſt, Bit- 
terneſs, only make a naked Report of what, I Judged was in 
his Writings, Diſlonant from yours and ſome others z and. gave 
a Copy of it unto you, that after an Examination, you might, 
as you ſaw Cauſe, faithfully, and according to your wonted 
Candor deal with Mr. W's. about it. 

But my Affeftionate, and Peaceable Deſign is Interpreted to be 
Maliciow, and Dividing, He thus exprefles himſelf ro Mr. 
Humfrey; © Will your Experience allow you to be a Tool to a 
© Man, ycu call Learned, becauſe Induſtrious to Divide Brethren, 
© under a Pretence of reconciling a Breach, which is made, and 
© maintained to ſerve a Turn, againſt all the Self-Denying Me- 
* thods, that were poſſible on our Part. Elſewhere, He Com- 
plaineth of being Vnjuſtly Repreſented, and of the OvjzRor's 
Malice, p. 7. . 

Beſides, His Entire Agreement with you he Repreſenterh 
thuss You will find Dr, Bates, Mr. How, and Mx. Alfop, De 'gn 
no more than what's Apreeable to what 1 Aſfirm, &c. Not that he 
Deſcends to Agree with You, but You with him, tho' it's now 
more Conſpicuous, That He diary from you in Points of Mo- 

ment, 
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ment, and inſtead of having this matter Privately and Ami- 
cably Concerted by your Self, Mr. How, and ſome other Wor- 
thy Brethren, he ſeems by this Paper to turn from you, and 
Appeal to the Publick, ſuggeſting in a Minatory Style, that if 
the Subſcribers ſhould Abate their Teſtimony to his Book, they 
would be Falſe ro Truth, and their Miniſtry ; That men will 
Judge, the Presbyterians cauſe theſe Diviſions, And the Engliſh 
and Forreign Churches wonld affix the Criſpian Dotages co Pre(- 
byterians., 

By theſe, and divers other Paſſages, you may gueſs ſomewhat 
at Mr.W's. his Drift and Deſign 3 But I will only Offer what, 
I humbly think, is ſufficient to Evince, that I have not miſrepre- 
ſented him. I am ure I never Intended any (uch thing, but un- 
dertook what I did with a Firm Reſolution of giving Mr W's 
uttermoſt ſatisfaRtion, if he could convince me, I had, in any 
one inſtance, made a Miſreport of his Writings Only, I mutt 
Beſeech you to conſider, that the Paper I read to the Brethren, 
of which a Copy was ſent you, was only an 4bfrat# of Larger 
Writings by me. ; 

This Premiſed, I will with the moſt Candor I can, examine 
what Mr. W's ſaith in his own Vindication. 


Mr. W's. 

1. © Chriſt where he is called a Surety, was a Swrety of the 
"* Better Teſtament, and therefore not of the Law of Works. It 
* was not the Covenant that obliged Us todie for Sin, or per- 
* fetly Obey in a way of Merit, that he is called a Surety. of, 
© Man made Righteous. p. 102- 4»/ſw. He leaves out the Word 
Here, and ſo changes the Senſe. © My Words are, That the 
* Covenant, he is call'd a Surety of Here, yiz. Heb. 7. 22. 


S. L, 

That the Word [Here] eſcaped the Pen of the Tranſcriber 

I can't help, nor am much troubled at it, when I conſider, the 
Whole of its Import is in the foregoing Words ſo Expreſly 
Delivered, as to prevent a Change of the Senſe, thus, © Chrif, 
<« where he is cal/d a Surety, is a Surety of the Better Teſtament 
which muſt Refer to Heb. 7. 22. ſeeing be is no where or _ 
yY. 


your SE> | 
Sufety 3 And <heiz Preſent urging it with ſo much Concern- 
ment, makes it manifeſt, it's their ſtated Judgment, that, Heb. 
7.22, Doth not ſpeak of a Surety ſuſtaining the Perſon of Sinners, 
Fudicially, One with them, and —_— to the Order of Juſtice 
liable to their Puniſhment. None of theſe things are required 
in the Covenant of Grace, taken in their fri& (eaſe. 

Bute Dr. Bates in Oppoſition unto you, faith. © As in Civil 
« Caſes where one becomes Surety for another, He is obliged 
*© to Pay the Debr, for in the Efimate of the Law, they are but 
* One Perſon, Heb. 7. 22. So the Lord Jeſus Chriſt, entring 
* into this Relation, He ſuſtained the Perſon of Sinners, and be- 
* came Fudicialy Dne with them, and according to the Order 
* of Juſtice was liable to their Puniſhment. Harm, p. 237. 

Mr. W's, Anſw. 2: © In _ the Queſtion, that leads to 
* theſe Words, I declared what I affirmed concerning Chriſt's 
* Sarety-ſhip, and what I did Deny. 1. I granted. He was a Real 
* Sponſor, Engaging to do all that belonged to him. Chriſt ac- 
* cordingly died in owr Nature, and that not only for our Good: 
** butin Or Stead, Noſtro Loco. He was a Proper */|i4Lug- 

S. L, Thus much I ſaw you did expreſly affirm. 

| Mr.W's. 2. © The thing that Idid deny, was, that Chrif, by 
** this Obedience made Attonement for us, as a proper Pecuniary 
© Surety, in the Law of Works. This I confuted by ſeveral Ar- 
* guments. 

S. L. 1. Here you give us not the whole you Denied, the 
Place is Man made Righteous, þ. 192, and the Words which are 
Material, but Left out by you, are, © Chriſt bound himſelf to 
* God to give his Life by Dying in our Stead to ſave ours : Bur 
** be was never bound in One Bond with ws, that he ſhould doſo, I ſhal 
* give you a few Reaſons of many. 

Theſe are your own words, clearly diſcovering, that your 
Judgment is, That Chrift entred not into the Bond we had forfeited, 
which is a Contradiction to Dr. Bates, who faith, that Chriſt 
Entred into the ſame Bond, we had Forfeited. Harm. page 238. 

Mr. #'s. 2. © Why did not youtake notice of my Granting 
* Chriſt to be a Real Sponſor ? &c. 

S. L. The Reaſon why I took no notice of what you granted, 


was becauſe the Current of your Book going 4nother way, theſe 
B 2 Paſſages 
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Paſlages, if we maſt take them in the Orthodox ſenſe, cannot 
ſignihe leſs, than that you contradict your ſelf. For, 

1, As that State of Truth and Error, you ſhewed to your Prin» 
cipal Subſcribers was without any Reference ro Dr. Cri/pe; or to 
any of the Explications, or Proofs now annex'd to that (late in 
your Books ; ſo you roundly without Diſtiation or Limitation, 
do, in that very ſlate of Truth and Error, Deny a Change of 
Perſons betiwixt Chriſt and Believers: And in your Manx made 
Righteows, you are expreſs, That Chriſt did not Dye in our Per- 
ſon. © It was in our Offending Nature (ſay you) that Chriſt an- 
* (wered the Demands of Juſtice, tho ir was not in our Perſon, 
p.58 And in this very ſheet of yours, you Ridicule the Do- 
rine Embraced-by the Reformed about a Change of Perſons. 
You ſay © That it's worth my Leiſure to Conſider how I lay 
* ſuch ſtreſs on a Change of Perſons in Criſpe's Senſe, and yet con- 
*rend for Chriſt andus being One Perſon. How conld Chriſt, 
* and we be one Perſon in Law, and yet Chriſt's Perſon, and our 
© Perſon be mutually changed, unleſs that both Perſons were 
* changed into a Terriam Laid, that neither were before ? Ian- 
ſwer, 1. I lay no ſtreſs on a Change of Perſon in Criſpe's Senſe, 
T did only ſet down your words without any other Remark than 
Oppoſing to them Dr. Bates. Thus, 
© Dr. Bates. Oar Saviour told his Diſci- 

Mr.#/”'s. © There is | ples, that the Son of man came to give 
no Change of Perſon be- | his Life a Ranſom for many, !} (igni- 
rween Chriſt and the E- | fies a Commutati-n or Exchange of 
le, or between him and; Things or Perſons z; when 'tis .uled 
believers, Goſp. Tr. p. | with reſpe& of Perſons, it Imports a 
37, 41, Subſtitution in another's place. Harm, 


Lp. 245. 

Don't you then here unadviſedly Endeavour to wound this 
Reverend Dottor through my f{1des, as holding a change of Perſon 
in Criſpe's Senſe ? Is this your Relpe&t to the Dottor to expoſe 
him thus ? 

2. About Chriſt's being One Perſon with us in Law, I have 
not ſaid any thing. but as I delivered the Orthodox Senſe in Dr. 
Bates his Words, which are. * And as in Civil Caſes, where 
* one becomes Surety for another, he is obliged ro pay the 
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© Debt, for in the Eſtimate of the Law, they are but one Perſon, 
& Heb. 7. 22. (o, the Lord Jeſus Chriſt entring into this Rela- 
«© tion, he ſuſtained the Perſon of Sinners, and became judicially 
© One mich them, and according to the order of Juſtice was liable 
© to their puniſhment, Harm. p. 237. 

3. Doth not the Dry. here affirm a change of Perſon, _ that 
Chriſt ſuſtained the Perſon of Sinners, and became Judicially one 
with them ; that in the Eſtimate of Law, the Surety and the 
Debter are one; And in pag» 242, 243. tho' it's eſentia! to the 
xature of puniſhment to be inflifted for ſin, yet not on the perſon of the 
ſinner ; For in Conſpeftu fori, the Sinner, and Surety are one. 
How then can you flatter this Worthy Dr. to his face, and treat 
him after this ſort in your Paper ? 

4- To your Queſtior, How cou!d Chriſt and we be oze Perſon 
in Law ſenſe, unleſs both Perſons were changed into a Tertium Quid ? 
Anſw, What you mean by your Tertiam £Q4i4T'!] not enquire : 
for whatever you mean by that the drift of this Paſſage is to ex- 
poſe a change of Perſons betwixt Chriſt and us, tho' this change 
is neceſſiry to our being one Perſon with Chriſt in the Eſtimate 
of the Law. 

5. Your aſſerting therefore that Chriſt ſuffered in owr fead, 
and at the ſame time -riciculing his being One with us in the Eſti- 
mate of the Law, is a plain Demonſtration that you have contra- 
dicted your ſelf; and that your ferled Judgmear is moſt different 
from Dr. Bates ; and that you differ from the Lutherans and Cat- 
viniſts Univerſally, and from the Learned Hugo Grotiws, and 

Biſhop of Worcefter, in what is Effential to Chriit's /atisfadtion. 


ut | 
6. Tho' you ſay Chriſt ſuffered in our ſtead, yet 'tis with fo 
much Caution, as to admit of the Socinian, or at leaſt Armi- 
ian ſenſe | © The ground of Dr. Criſp's miſtake (ſay you) lies 
* here, becauſe Chritt ſuffered in owr fead, that the fruits of his 
* ſuffering might be our Deliverance from ſuffering, and our being [a- 
« ved at laſt ; therefore the Dr. thinks there is a change of Per- 
ſon, Goſpel Trath, p- 52. Here then if you take the word [ir 
flead) in the Orthodox Senſe; Suffering inſtead of us, imports a 
change of Perſon berwixt Chriſt and us; but 2, As you exprels 
it, tis what the Soeinjons will allow; they do confeſs, tha 
Chriſt 
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Chriſt ſuffered ſo for ws, as that the Fruit ofhis Sufferings might 
be our Deliverance from ſuffering. Crelijus thus far owns that 
Chriſt was onr '4/iavzgy. And ſeeing this reaches the Vitals of 
Chriſtianity, I muſt and do preſs it- For what ever you ſay of 
Chriſt's fatisfaion 3 a proper ſatisfaRtion there cannot be, where 
there is not a change of Perſon in a proper ſenſe; ſo that Chriſt 
and we become one Perſon in the eſtimate of the Law. 

Mr. #/'s. © I grant that Chriſt in taking our Nature, became a 
* Servant and Subject to theLaw of innocency,to its Precepts and 
* its Puniſhments as a PYediatsz, according to the terms adjuſted 
” __ Covenant of Redemption; here I affirm, what he faith, 
**I deny. 

S. L. I never affirmed that you deny Chriſt was ſubjeR to the 
Law of innocency in it's Precepts, and its Puniſhments as a Pedi- 
ato2, what I ſaid, was. 


Mr. #'s: * Tho'ind Dr. Bates. The Apoſtle tells us, Gal. 
*©Gal. 4.4,5. it isſaid | 4. 4, 5- Then the fulneſs of time, &e, 
-< Chriſt was made un- | He took on him our Nature, and 
* der the Law, it's zo: >Condition, was under the LAW A40- 
* meant of the Pozal | KAL and CEREMONIAL, Harm. 
© but Ceremonial Law, | p. 238. 

* Man m. Right. p, 110. 

And did you not fay ſo much? - ah 

* Mr. #'*s. 4. I propoſe Gal. 4. 4, 5. as an Objection, to which 
*T made theſe four Anſwers. 1. I might ſhew how the Contert 
* confines to the following ſenſe, viz. That Chriſt was made un- 
* der the Fewiſh Law, delivered four hundred years after the Pro- 
* miſe, &c. And in this ſenſe, it is not a Law of Innocency, as 
* a proper Covenant of Works, &c. the Objection is pretended 
* hence, but (aid the Jewiſh Law, not the Ceremonial Law, which 
© is but part ofit. The oral Law was alſo a part thereof, tho' 
©* not delivered to them as a proper Covenant of Innocency. 

S. L. You fay that the Context of Gal. 4- 4, 5. doth confine to 
the ſenſe given by you in your firſt Anſwer ; and therefore (ſay 
I,) excluſive of every other ſenſe, as foreign and remote from 
the defign and ſcope of the Apoſtle in this place, which is ſufh- 


cient to prove you differ from the generality of the MR 
- who 
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who in the interpretation of this Text ſpeak the ſame with Dr- 
Bates. A confinement to this Senſe, and an extending it to 
another is inconſiſtent. | 

*« Mr. 's. But I ſaid the Jew!» Law, not the Ceremonial Law, 
& which is but part of it—the Moral Law was alſo a part there- 
« of, tho' not delivered to them as a proper Covenant of In- 
* nocency. 

S. L., 1. Tho' you ſaid the Fewiſh Law, yet you alſo ſaid Be- 
lievers were ſh»t up as Servants #» Bondage, under the Elements of 
this World, (viz.) the Ceremonies, and then add, rhat in ths /enſe, 
(thatis) in the ſenſe to which (you ſay )the Context confines us:this 
is not the Law of Innocency, as a proper Covenant of Works, that's 
meant by the Law, wnder which Chriſt was made. What can be 
more expreſs than that yon ſay the Law ſpoken of in this place, 
under which Chriſt was made, was not the Law of Innocency, as 4 
proper Covenant of Works ? 

2. 'Tis true, you grant that Chriſt became ſubjeR to the Law 
of innocency, to its Precepts, and its Puniſhments, as « Mediator ; 
and elſewhere you ſay, He ſuffered in the Perſon of a Mediator, 
which you may aflert conſiſtently enough with your denying that 
he did endure the Curſe of the XHoral Law as our ſwrety, which 
is the Point you ſeem to drive at, or at leaſt have ſo incautiouſly 
delivered your ſelf as to occaſion Impartial Readers to ſuſpect 
ſo much ; eſpecially ſeeing in the next place you add. 

* Mr. /*s. My fourth Anſwer was, Chriſt did not ther become 
« 2 ſurety or undertaker to die for us, by being mede under the 
* Zaw; but he was under the Law, becauſe he had undertaken 
* to die for us. 

— $. L.1. Tho' Chriſt was made under the Law, becauſe he had 
dertaken to be our Surety, and to die for us, yet he became our 
Surety, by being made ander the Law. 

2. By the Covenant of Redemption he promiſed to be our 
Surety, die and fatisfie God's Juſtice, but became not attually our 
Surety till made under the Law. Twas impoflible Chriſt ſhould 
be our Surety till put into our place and ſtead, that 
iS, till by a Change of Perſon he was made under the Kon. 3. 19. 
Law z what thing ſoever the Law ſaith, it ſaith to them Gal. 4. 4, 5- 
that are under the Law; Chriſt therefore when born ; 
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of a Woman, was made under the Law, that by anſwering all the 


| demands of the Law, he might deljver us from the Law. 


3: This fourth Anſwer doth plainly ſhew, that you eicher mi- 
fake the true notion of a Surety, or you do not hold with the 
Orthodox, that there was a change of Perſon between Chriſt 
and us; Chriſt made under the Law, and by being made under 
it, voluntarily and freely entring into the Bond we forfeited, be- 
came our Surety, and as /#ch ſuffered and made fatisfaRion. 

Mr. W's. © Chriſt and we are not one in Con/petts fori, and 
* therefore tells us that it is Blaſphemy todebaſe Chriſt amongſc 
* the nutnber of Tranſgreflors. © ANSW. Mot one in Con{pe tn 
* fori, 1s no: in any of my Books, &c. 

S. L. Tho? this Expreſſion [Nor One in Con/peu fori] be not 
in your Books, you have oft, and Cin this very Paper] what is 
equipollent to ir, when you ridicule a change of Perſon, and yer 
Chriſt and we one with'your Tertiuwm Quid ; And your (aying 
it's Blaſphemy to debaſe Chriſt among the number of Trant- 
greflors, is a plain intimatioa that you hold Chriſt died not as a 
Sinner, not was in Foro Poli as well as in Foro Soli conſidered and 
ſuffered as ſuch, which is a contradiRion to the Holy Scriptures, 
which ſay he was numbred amongſt Tranſgreſſors ; and to Dr. Bates, 
whole words are, * Chriſt ſubmitted ro the Law, which made 
* him appear under the Charafter and Diſreputation of a Sinner, 
* Harm. p- 168. That the greateſt ignominy attended Chriſt's 
p: dearth and that in the account of God and Man, page 173, 

174. 

Yoſſis in his defence of Grotixs affirms, that it's not ſufficient 
to {ay Chri/tus mortuns eſt pro nobis, but mortuns eſt ut Peccator, 
_ *©Mr. W's. The Father was never diſpleaſed with Chriſt, Golpel 
*Truth, pag. 31. ©-4»fw. I aid the Soul of Chriſt endured the 
« Eftects of God's Wrath, and was amazed thereat, but, was 
* never diſpleaſed with Chriſt. 

S.L. But was there no Diſpleaſure in that Wrath? Wrath 
without any mixture of Divine Diſpleaſure is not in a proper ſenſe 
the Wrath which was included in the Cur/e of the Law ; but Dr. 
Bates, the anguiſh of Chriſt's Soul was immediately, (and there- 


fore not only mediante effeftn) from Divine Diſpleaſure, 
r, 
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&* Mr. W's. It ſeems the Objeftor would have me fay with 
© Criſp, that Chriſt was odious unto God, hated worſe than a 
© Toad, &c. becauſe of the filthineſs of fin upon him. 

S. L. I appeal to any man of competent underſtanding, 
whether it's poſſible for Mr. #'s to ſuggeſt from my ſetting Dr. 
Bates his Words againſt him, that I would have him fay with 
Criſp, that Chriſt-was odious unto God, &c. unleſs he ſuppoſes 
Dr. Bates his words to ſignifie the lame with Cri/p's. Had I ex- 

fled Dr. Bates his ſenſe in my own words, there would have 
cr more reaſon for this ſuggeſtion, but that Dr. Bares his own 
Words ſhould meet with ſuch an aſperfion from Mr. 4's, I 
muſt ſay, *cis unrighteous, as well as indecent and ungrateful. 

Mr. #'s. * All communications of comfort could nor be inter- 
« rupted, whilſt the Perſonal Union remained, Goſpel Tr. p, 33. 
« 4nſw, My Words are, this Union could not be diffolved, nor 
* could all Communications of Comfort or ſrrength, from the Di- 
* vine Nature be interrupted. He leaves out or ſtrength, and 
* chaogeth a Di/junitive Propoſition into an Ablolute. 

S. L. 1, The Charge you load me with here is,that I leave out 

c ſtrength] and change a DisjunRive Propoſition into an Ab- 
olute. 

2. But what if I have done ſo? have I gone beſides the Rules 
of Logick ? Not atall. For as in a Diy«n#ive there are two 
ſimple Propoſitions, fo it's impoſſible to try whether the DiC- 
juncive Propoſition be true, . any otherwiſe than by aſſuming 
one of the Parts, which you call a change of che Disjunive into 
an abſolute. _ 

3- Ir's true, if either of the parts of which the Disjuntive is 
compoſed be true, it's ſufficient to denominate the DisjunRive 
Propoſition to be true. Ad veritarem diygjunitive Propofitionis ſuf- 
ficit alteram partem eſſe veram , However it's as certain that if one 
of the parts be true, the other muſt be falſe ; for Partes enuncia- 
tionis Dijunttive debemt ef: immediate oppoſite; For example ſake, 
it is day or night, if either part betrue, the DisjuaRive Propo- 
fition formally conſidered can't be falſez but it's-as true; that if 
it be. day it can't be night; and if this part (ir is now day) be 
rue, the oppoſite [ic is now night] is falſe. 
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4 If then this Propoſition [All Communications of Com- 
fort, or Strength from the Divine Nature could not be Inter- 
rupted while the Union Remgined]] be Pisjuntive, the Parts of 
it muſt be [more [or] Strength] as Immediately oppoſed to 
each other. If there be no Oppoſition between the Parts of a 
Dopanive Propoſition, it's Nugatory ; if not Immediately op- 
polite, "twill be Falſe. - 

5- To illuſtrate this by an Inſtance. Juſtification is either by 
Works or by Faith, not by Works, therefore by Faith. The 
Disjunctive #ropofition conſidered as fuch is True, it either of the 
Parts be ſo ; but if One of them be true, the other is falſe, be- 
cauſe Immediatly Oppoſed to each other. 

6. Toapply this. All Communications of Comfort were Interrup- 
ted,or all Communications of Strength, But not all Communications 
of Strength, therefore all Communications of Comfort. 

7. But take it which way you will, Iam Content; But then 
however you take it, 'twill! unavoidably follow, that you do ei- 
ther contrary to your avowed Principle affirm Chriſt to be de- 
prived of a] Communications of Srrength, by denying an Inter- 
ruption of all Communications of Comfort, while the Union Re- 
mains 3 Or, by averring, that all Communications of Strength 
were not Interrupted, you muſt hold that all Communications 
of Comfort were. 

$: The firſt is your expreſs meaning, as you have fully ſhewn 

by infiſting on an Abatement only of Degrees of thoſe Delight- 
ful Communications. 
- 9. But how is it that Strength and Comfort are one while 
immediately oppoſed to each other, as if on the Preſence of the 
One, the Abſence of the other becomes neceflary, which is the 
Import of your making the way ms Disjuntive, and yet 
with the ſame breath you make Comfort a neceſſary Ingredient 
of Strength? 

Io. It would, I think, have been more for your Purpoſe to 


have made [ Or ] ConjunRti d Exegerical, -andadd [Serengeh,] 
by Way of Explication, only then Serengeh muſt be necett: 
unto Comfort, contrary to what you fay im this Paper, in whict 
you make a ſort of Comfort neceſſary to Strength, wherein it 
muſt be acknowledged you Differ from the Orthodox, and oy 
ticularly 


[ 11 ] 
ticularly from De. Bates, for ſtill you hold that all Commnni- 
cations of Comfort could not be Interrupred, whilſt the Union 
Remained ; and the Dr. is moſt expreſs, that Chriſt felt no Re- 
S—_ Emanations, and that the Light of Joy was Torally 
ipled. | 

Mr. #'s. * Calling God Creditor and Sin Debts is Metaphori- 
* cal, ahd uſing fuch Words as Proper, hath given advantage to 
© the Socinians. Anſw. I acknowledge it, and ſuch as under- 
2» ons the Way of Confuting the Socinians, are of the fame 

mind, 

E, L, 1. You have made a Mifreport of your own Words, 

which as I Delivered them were thus, © The Improperneſs of Cal- 
* ling God Creditor, and Sin Debt: otherwiſe than Meraphorically 
*I have ſpoken to. The Socinians have ſuch an advantage by it, 
* That all Men, who underſtand the true Way of Oppoſing them, 
* Quit theſe Terms, Man made Right. page- 120. look back to 
page 93, 
2. It's on theſe laſt words (which you left out) that I infi, 
having Read many, who uriderfland the #rve way of Confuting the 
Socinjans, uſing them; Tho? they eſe not theſe Terms in a Rigid, 
Strict Senſe, nor conifider God only as 2 Creditor, yet in their 
opptigning the Socinias Adverfary, they Quir them not. 

3. If Dx. Bates artiongſt the Many Learhed Writers of this 
Day, may be allowed by you to utdetrfiand the trae way of Op- 
poſing Socinianiſm, he will be fourid eo be agzinft you, and if you 
would carefully conſalt him, you miight learn that the uſe of 
theſe terms might be without plving the teaft advantage unto the 
Socinians, © Chriſt (ith he) with the Allowance of the Su- 
'T preme Judge Interpoſed as our Swrety, and in that Relation was 
* made liable to Puniſhment. Sins .are by Reſemblance calFd 
© Debts. As a Debt obliges the Debter to Payment ; So Sin 
* doth the Sinner to Puniſhment; And as the Creditor hath a 
* Right to Exa& the Payment from the Debtor, ſo God hath a 
* Right to Inflict Puniſhment on the Guilty. NV. B. Bat with this Dif- 
© ference, the Creditor by the mere fignification of hit Hill may Diſ- 
** charge the Debtor, for he hath an Abſo!nte Powtr over bis Eſtate, 
* whereas Pablick Taſtice is concerned inthe Puniſhment of the Guilty, 


Harm. p. 237. 
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'Mr. W's. © Chriſt can be bound by the Covenant of which he is 
** 2 Surety to no more than what we are Engaged to do and 
* Suffer by the Goſpel Covenant. Man made Right. p. 20F- 
« Anſw. Laſtly He ftops juſt at the Words which confute his whole 
* Imputation, viz. That Chriſt was Engaged by the Covenant 
<* of Redemption to Suffer, &c. 

S.L, 1. What! Have I made ſuch an Hault? Then ſurely I 
may be juſtly blamed for Partialityz This therefore muſt not 
Eſcape our Examination. 

Let us then Look into the whole of what I Omitted, which 
we find to be this. © It is true by the Covenant of Redemptian, 
* he was engaged to ſuffer Death in the Humane Nature for Sa- 
*risfation; And this in our Placez And alſo to Obey the 
< whole Law, and both for the Salvation of his Seed. Bat is 
* that Covenant he was Principal; for God never Obliged us to 
* Redemption- Work, either by our Selves, or by any Other 3 
& And therefore Chrift here is what the Civilians call an Exrpro- 
« miſſez, He is Obliged alone, tho' he Acts for Another. 

S. L. 1. I'll not at this time make any Remark on your Foiſt- 
ing in the Word [[Pecuniary,] but paſſing this by, it's very Mani- 
feſt, that as you diſtinguiſh between the Covenant of Grace, 
and the Covenant of Redemption, and grant Chriſt to be a Surety 
in the One and an Expromiſlor in the other, ſo you will not 
allow him to be a Surety in the Covenant of Works. 

2. In the Covenant of Redemption, Chriſt Engaged to be our 
Surety, and the Father accepted of his undertaking, and in Pur- 
ſuance of this Agreement, God the Son was Born of a Woman, 
and Pave under the Law, He was a Surety in the Covenant of 
Works; He entred into that Bond we. forfeited 3 Payed Our 
Debt, and Satisfied for our Sins. 

3. That you may ſhew us your Skill in the Civil Law, 25 well 
as you have already done it in Logick, you talk of Chrif's being 
our Expromiſloz ; but don't rell us what you mean by it, any 
otherwiſe than by referring us to what the Civilians call Expro- 
wiſſor, whereby you Intimate that it's to be taken in the Senſe 
they Uſe, which we will therefore Confider. 

_ Fuſtinian, in his Inſtitutes, having ſhewn ſeveral ww by 
which, . Obligations ex Contran, or quaſi ex contrattuare | was 
uc 
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daced, doth alſo ſhew, how pry Diffolved ; And tho” 
it may be done Ope Exceptionis, as well as ipſo Fure, be confines 
bimſelf, ro the taking away of Obligations ipſo Fure, and Re- 
ducech the various modes to theſe Heads, ſaying, © That Obli- 
« 92tions are difſolv'd either ure Solutionis, Acceptilations, No- 
E vationis, Or Contrario Conſenſk. 

I. ** Fare Solutionis when there is a Real Payment of the Debt 
« 2nd it is either Solutio ejudem ab Eodem, which is ſtrict Solu- 
- *© tion 3 Or Solutio Equivalentis Loco Bikes by another 3 and then 
« 'ris Satif ation, 

2. [4 — S4PAGY; when the Payment is only Imaginary, and 
* not Real. 

3. ©* Novations which is when by the Intervention of a New 
©* Perſon, a new Obligation doth Ariſe, the Old being there. 
« upon Diſſolved. Ir. is a Transferring.of a former into 
© 2nother Obligation, either Civil or Natural, whereby, he 
* who was firſt under the Obligation, now ceaſeth to be ſo. 
* And it is either by Delegation, or Specifick, Novation, Delega- 
© tion is, when a Debtor placech another in his Stead, who 
© conſents to take on him the Debr, and ſtand bound to the 
* Creditor for him, by whom he was Delegated. 

Under Novation, an Expromiſſor falls, who becomes obliged 
for another Animo Novands, Ex ifſor dicitur qui pro alio No» 
vandi animo Promittit, which is when I ſtipulate with Tiri»s for 
the ten Pounds Seius oweth me Animo Novandi,whereby the Ob- 
ligation by which Sei«« ſtood bound is Diflolved, and now Titizs 
only is bound for the Debt. 

The Difference between an Expromiſſor, and Fide-Fuſſor lieth 
in the following Particulars: An Expromiſſor is alone in the Ob- 
ligation. A Fide-jaſſor ſtands bound with another. An Expre- 
miſſor is the Principal Debtor; A Fide-zuſor isan Acceſſory Debtor. 
An Expromiſſor freeth him for whom heEngageth on the'firſt Un- 
dertaking $; A Fide- juſſor doth not ſo, till the Debt be Paid, both 
ſtand obliged in the ſaine Bond. 

It thea Chriſt be what the Civilians call an Expromiſor in the 
Covenant of Redemption, the Old Bond, that is, the Covenant 
of Works hath lot irs Opliging Force and Efficacy, and the 
Sinner, under no. Bond at all ; for Chriſt is the Principal and 
Only Debtor, for which reaſon Grotizs moſt Excellently, Nox 
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. eft 'ergo - leis - Acceprilatio, non-eft etham Solatio ves 5p: 
Grot. de Satisf. ſruw Due, wo fatto Liberet 3 Non oft etiam + 
Cap. 6. þ. 122. wvatio aut Delegatio x neq; enim pot nos Liberato: aliny 

fimile Debitum, ae Debitor alins ſuccedit : Sed eff 
Remiſſio antecedente Satisf atone, 
_ However to Expreſs One Part of the Myſtery of Chriſt's Sa? 
tisfation, namely,; that the-G!d Teftament Believers were attually 
recerved into Glory before Chrift's Incarnation, our Divines have 
rather uſed the Word Expromifſor, than Fideju{ſor 5 but not 4s 
the Civilians uſe the Word, ſuch an Expromiſor they Oppoſe for 
. the ſame reaſans,you to. a Peomniery Swrety, as may 
owes Inſtit. be ſeen in Twrrertine, Luamvis Chriftum ExrpromilC? 
col P47? 2. . (oaem ditant 3 nov ideo Volumiu: efſe merum. Expro- 
Loca. Rueſtlg, : . 
$17. p. 259, Wmillozem, we! Juridicam hic fa am efſe Novationem, 
gue in varjis differs a Sponſione Chrifti, potiſſimum 
Road Omnes partes alterins fitri, &c. 

Mareover, An Expromifſer is.2 Peruniory Llagertaker for Ano? 
ther, who. is thereon Diſcharged. the Debt,, Ay, tho' the Expro- 
miſlor never Pay a farthing. « Have you not then well mended 
the matter by your oppoling a Pecwniary Surety in the Engliſh, and 
Pleading for him in the Latin Tongue? | 

Beſides, A Pecwuniary. Fidejuſſor, or Surety is as Great a Guard 
againſt Antinomiani/m, and a greater againſt Socimianiſn, thawyour 
Expromifſor, for the Liberation les. as Immediately from 
ChyiRt's being! our my for, 25 from his being our Peomniaty 
Fidejuſfor or Surety, 2\ Freedom ariſeth Immediately fromthe 
_ Expremiſſion tho* no ſatisfaction be made 3 but there can be no 
Liberation by a Pecuriary Fidejuſſor without ſatisfaction. Once 
more, /when-you Deny Chriſt to be our Swrery in the fame Bond 
we. forfeited, and yet. a Principal in the Covenant of Redemp- 
tion, yea a Principal Debtor, for fo an Expromifſor is 4, he is not 
only a Principal Undetcaker, but on thac Undertaking, he is 
the Principal and Only Debtor ; you do not hereby eſcape any 
One Antinomian Rock, but you are in. great danger of being 
Loft on the Socimarn (hore, and have ſupplied Men of that name, 
with various Arguments againſt your own Exprownſſor. - 

Mr, #/'s;* His Flying —_ from the Premiſes, as if $oci- 
© nianifm were” Abetted,) Deferves no further Replythan tocall 

It 
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« [r @\landerous. 482 my Arguments againſt Chriſt's. Pecaniary 
* Sureryſhip, he never read in any Book 3 And had a Socinian 
< arged them againſt a Truch,/ they ave-not leſs valid, if Urged 
« -gainſt Errors Deſtructive of Chriſtianiry. 

S. L: 1. Really, Sir, You here put me hard to it, for I muſt 
either filently bear the Brand of a Slanderer, Or contrary to the 
Earneſt Deſire of a Learned and Reverend Brother, your Friend, 
and againſt my own Inclination ſhew that fore Parts of your 

ks are t00 like unto the Socinians. 

2. What if I have notread all your eg againſt Chriſt's 
Pecuniary Suretyſhip in Socinian Booksz Is it not too much for 
me to ſhew, that I have read any there ? 

3- As One under Apprehenfion you Infinuate that a Socinian 
may bring your Arguments againſt a Truth z and then add That 
can't make 'em leſs valid, if wrged againſ# Errors Deſtrugive of 
Chriſtianity, And I ſay ſo too3 Only muſt tell you. r. That 
hereby you ſuggeſt as if the Men, you Write againſt, did hold 
Errors Deftrutive of Chriftienity, which is an Uojuſt flander. 
2+ That the Sociniern urgeth them againſt the very thing you do» 
They firſt frame a Chain of which in their Fancy 
flow from the Doctrines Em by the Reformed, then charge 
 <—_— + even 2s you have done with ſome of your Bre- 

ED. t, L ©, | 
4. Why did you make the Intimation of Sscinioni/z thus Pub- 
lick ? Mr, _ (who Publiſhed what he did withoue my 
Knowledge) caretully concealed that Parr from the World ; 
and 'twas my Reſolution to have Confin'd all Debates of it 
amongſt our ſelves; and tho' you have made it Neceſſary that I 
ſpeak /omembar, that the World may fee I'S/ander you not z yet 
I will be as ſparing as poſſible I can, Charitably wr 
however it comes to paſs, you are more ſound than your Books x 
for in them the Agreement with Socinians, in fome things Pe- 
culiar, is too Exact, and Full. 

The very Objections you briog againſt Chriſt's Sweryſhip in the 
Covenant of Works, are in a manner Yerberim the fame, the Soci- 
nians urge againſt Chriſt's SatisfaRion, as will appear by a Propo- 
ſing what the Sociniars 4 in Latine/ "with an Addition of yours in 
Eng/iſh, which ſo exactly correſpond with theirs, that it may 
ferye asa juſt Tranſiation of them. Ohj. 
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Obj. 1. That where « Proper Satisfattion is mace, there is no 

Room for the Pardoi of fr —— So SMALCIUS in 
Smalc. de Satisf. the Name-of 'the Socttians. © Si Remiſſio eſſe De- 
cap. 2. p. 19t- ** bait, Solutionem nullam Exigendam fuiſſe: Ad- 
-* * verſa enim fronte pugnant, Remittere- Debitum, 

<< & Solutionem Exigere. 

Mr. #”s. © This is Evident, for if my Surety be bound with 
* metoa Ereditor for a thouſand Pounds, if my Surety pay, as 
© my Surety, this thouſand Pound, the Creditor forgives me no- 
* thing, I pay bim all. - Afar made Right. p.96. 

Smalciue. * Tantum enim wulgarem illam Cantilenam canit Smi 
* leicus, Remiffionem efle reſpetu noſtri, quibus peccata gratis 
* Remiſla, Solutionem vero reſpe&tu Chriſti. Sed beret his 
« Smigl. nimis tarpiter—Naem ſi Dexa nobis remifit Debita, interim 4 
* Chriſto ſolutionem eorum Exigit, non remiſit Debita : Satiefattum 
2 nies of ili pro nobi : Sed tantum modus Exigendi novus oftenſns 
ba eſt , | up. 

Mr. As Obj. © God may be ſaid to forgive us, being he ad- 
© mitted Chriſt to be a Pecuniary Surety, tho we Pay by him. 
& Azſw. This goes a lictle way towards forgiveneſs—lIrt ſounds 
<« low to hear a Creditor ſay, you were bound to me for a thou- 
* (and Pounds, which I was paid by One that I allowed to be 
© your Surety, and becauſe, 1 would take it from you by bim, 1 for- 
* gave you, tho" I got from you Legally by your Surety every 
is Ebos of your Debt. This s not Forgiving; and ſuch a 
* change, whilſt the very Debt in kind is paid, is not an abate- 
© ment. Obj. God procured Chriſt ro be our Surety; and therefore 

A - © be forgave-s. '- Anſw. In Solution of Money this 
Man made Right. © will -not- amount to —_ If one owes me 
P- 96, 97- * ten Pounds, for which I caſt him in Priſons 

© and finding him Infolvent, do I forgive him 

* If I get one that wiſheth him well, to pay it for him ? 1 befriend 
*- him, but am paid all my ſelf, even by him in bis Surery, wirk- 
p "The cond ObjeQion. - If Chrif did proper ſenſe mak 

10Nn. Chriſt did in a enſe MaKea 
ſatisfaRion, then they for ,wvhom it is made, are Diſcharged 
. Inunedlately from Wrath, and have a Title to the Reward. To 
Require Terms to /mereſt them in theſe Benefits is Unjuſt, 
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Before T give you the Words of the Socinians, I muſt be- 
ſeech you to oi>ſerve, that the Change of #erſon you Oppole is 
ſuch as Infer's Chriſt and Us to be One Ferſon in the Eſtimate of the 
Law, whereby it may be truly ſaid, we ſufer'd in Chri, and (a- 
tisfied in him» Oa this you infiſt; as if none held thus bur the 
Antinomians, whereas it's generally ſo Expreſſed by the Luthe- 
rans, and by many Calvini/ts, tho' with ſome otherwile. 

That it may be ſaid we Suffer'd in Chrift, is the Import of 
that Aſſertion, which ſaith, That Chriſt ſuffer'd as our Surety, and 
'is allowed of by Mr. Baxter z and Biſhop 
Hopkins, affirms, * That all Chriſt hath ei- It is not f aptly ſaid 
* ther Done, or Suffer'd for the Redemption He Satisfied, as that 
* of the World, would be altogether invain, neg aye _ _ 
©* as to our Particular Benefit and Advan- g,xter 4th Theo! 
* tage, were it not that Faith Entitles us un- par. 2. paze 79. 

* to it, and makes that Satisfaction which he 

* hath given to Divine Juſtice to be Pyſltically our Act, as it was 
** Perſonally Yis, Expoſ: on Lord's Prayer, p. 103. And in his 
Carechiſtical Expoſition, he ſaith, © Thar tho' Believers arenor 
* Perſonally Appointed to Puniſhment, hey have already Suf- 
* fer'd in Chriſt heir Sare:y, with whom they are made Ore by 
* Faith. p 237. 

But Mr. Ratherford, Celebrated for his Learning and Piety, 
and ſoundneſs in the Faith, throughout Scorland, and the Re- 
formed Churches abroad, Eminently . known for his Impreg- 
nable Confutation of Antinomian Errors 3' and particularly for 
his Oppolition to Dr. Criſpe 3 ſaith, * That we Legally in Chrif 
«* Satisfied ; Our Nature in Chriſt was Crucified, and We, tho' 
* not born, did ſatisfie and ſuffer Satisfafory Puniſhment in Chriſt. 
Rutherf. of the Covenant of Life Open'd, Part 2. Cap. 4. p. 257. 

- Againſt this Smalcixe thus Argues. * Non 
« opus eft requirere ab hominibuu Peenitentiam Smalc. contr. Smigl. 
«ji; ſatisfattio fuit accepta pro peccatis illorum. ubi ſup. cap.11. p.225. 

« Nec probabile eff, Conditiones preſcribi poſſe ei. 
* pro quo plene Satisfatum eſt 5 Fam enim, Creditor tenetur ei 
* Debitum remittere & non curare quomodo ſe in poſterum ge ſturua ſit. 

contra y__ 

To the ſame Purpoſe Crefims 8 Grotins ad cap. 6. p, 1 35, 
Mr. 


+ 
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Mr. W's. © If Chriſt be a ſtri& Pecuniary Surety, what can 
* be (aid againſt ovr being Juſtified A#ualy before we believe ? 
<« For if we Satisfied the Law in Chriſt, how can our Juſtification 
* be Suſpended, til we believe, unleſs there be ſome 
Man made © other Law? The Law acquits Us, as ſoon as the 
Right. p.95- © Condition is performed by us. Obj, We do not 
** apply Chriſt to our ſelves before Faith. Anſw. 1, But 
* God by the Law applies him to-Us, it we have ſatisfied it ; 
* and he hath applied him already, in making him our Money 
<* Surety, the Law will execute it ſelf, whether we apply or no. 
*© 2. When the Conditions are performed by us, it's againſt 
* the Law to deny us the Reward ; Or at leaſt to 
Ubi ſup. * continue us under the Curſe a Moment :- Yea, or 
| © ro Injoyn any terms on ws, for poſſeſſing the Reward ; 
* beſides its own Conditions, which are fulfil'd by us 3 the ZLay- - 
* ing Guilt on our Perſons any Tree is Unjuſt« 
Here then you fee, How Exact & eement is between 
- your Self and the Sociniars, and how Oppolite to Mr. Rutherford 
and all thoſe Catviniſts, that go the [1me way. We ſatisfied in 
Chrift (ſaith Mr. X=therford.) But this (ſay you) is to make a 
Diſcharge of the Sinner to Reſule Immediately from Chriſt's 
rings, before Faith, 
* Ia this ſecond Obje&ion, you are not (I contels) alone with 
the Socinjans, for you have in Company the Arminians, fo Mr. 
Rutherford, * The Arminians Deny, that we paid our Debrs to 
© God in Chriſt, Paying them for #s, — And (ance the Arminians 
hs Gong, tur we paid to Juſtice a Ranſom for fin becauſe ourSure- 
* ty Chriſt paid for us, They muſt deny that Chriſt was wounded 
* for our Tranſgreſſions, &'c. Ubi ſup, 248, 249. and in the 256 page. 
He anſwers your Obje&ion in theſe words. ©* When Arminius 
« faith, that the Lord can Nulo Jure, by no Law, nor Juſtice 
« crave of us Faith, and Converſion to God, if we have paid our 
« Debts by rigour of Fuftice exactly to God in Chriſt, who Le- 
«* gally in our ſtead and place paid for us, he ſuppoſes plainly, 
« that God requires Faith and Obedience of us, as a part of Ke- 
© compence made to Offended' Fuſtice, And Arminins faith that 
* Chriſt's Righteouſneſs is ours, not as performed by him, but as 
* Imputed co us by Faith : So that Faith comes in as a Denon 
* Price 
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&« Price paid for us, 25 a part of the Price, the very a and work of 
& Believing being counted ours,and our Righteouſneſs before God. 

My Third Inſtance ſhall be what you ſay of the change of the 
Santtion of the Law. 

«* Mr. W's. Obj. There is a change of the Penal Sanftion of the 
«& 7,aw. Pref. Goſpel Truth. Anſw. This Clauſe is falſe repreſented : 
«T will recite my words; after I had ſaid the Goſpel includes 
* the Moral preceptive part of the firſt Law, &c. And that the 
© Goſpel is taken in a large ſenſe, when 1 ſay ic includes the 
© Moral Precepts. But yet the Goſpel doth ſo, and they are the 
* Commands of a Redeemer, as well as the Law of a Creator. I 
* then added, the Goſpel hath another San#ion, than the Cove- 
* nant of Works had: tho' nothing be abated in the Rule of 
« Sin, and Duty, yet Bleffings are promiſed to lower Degrees of 
* Duties; and a continuance in a ſtate of Death, with a bar to the 
«* Bleſſing, are not threatned againſt every Degree of Sin, as the 
& Covenant of Works did; doth it threaten Damnation, or a 
* continuance therein on any trace Penitent Believing Godly Mn, 
% becauſe he is imperfe&t? Sir, judge yon, is a Change of che 
* Penal Santion of the Moral Law, the ſame a:, the Goſpel hach a- 
* nother Sanction to the preceptive part of the Law. 

$, L. 1. I will not contend with you at this time about your 
Enquiry, whether a Change of the Penal SanRion of the Moral 
Law. is the ſame as, the Goſpel hath another Sanction to the Pre- 
ceptive part of the Law ; I will refer it to the Perſon you appeal to 
for the decifion, and ask but conſonantly, whether there be a 
parity of Reaſon between an ok and new SanTtion, and an old and 
new Covenant, the new vacating the old? I will here obſerve! 

2. That you in this place ſpeak as if the Pena! Sanftion of the 
Covenant of Works were changed; for when you ſpeak of ir, 
you ſay, the Goſpel hath another SanRion than the Covenant of 
Works had ; and the Goſpel doth nor threaten a remedile(s dam- 
nation, as the Covenant of Works did, If the Penal Sanction 
of the Law of Works be not changed, but ſill in force, why nor 
Chath and doth} inſtead of [had, and did?) The reaſon of this 
change of words muſt be becauſe tho” the Law of Works bad 4 
Saniion, now it hath not ; tho” itdtd threaten, now ic doth nor. 

3. But will you ask me, where is it that you do» make expreſs 
mention of a Change, for you preſs it, that the Goſpel may have 

D 2 another 
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another Sanftion without 2 Change, If a Chaxge then. of the 
San#tion be found in your Writings, then undoubtedly my Re:* 
preſentation is not falſe. Ve will then try whether we can in 
your Writings {ind the mencion of a Change of the Sancion; 
for you (agzeſt as if we could not 3 to what purpoſe elſe is your 
Query? Is the Chanze of the ſanction of the Mora! Lan, the: 
{ame as, the Goſpel hath another Sanftion, VC Well, ſuppoſe 
there may be another Sanction without a change, yet a change 
there can't be, but my Repreſentation muſt be true. 

Now, Sir, on enquiry, I find that the very next words to 
your ſtop, ſpeak of a Change of the Sanction, Ir is in the ſixth 
page of your Preface to Goſpel Truth, and the twentieth Line. 
This Change of the Sanci:n (ſay you) ſuppoſerh the death of 
Chriſt, and his honouring the Law by his perfe& obedience, &Cc. 

Here you ſpeak of a change of the Sanction of the Law, unto 
which, the Lord Chriſt rendred perfect obedience, which is as 

much as if you had ſaid, there is a change of the SanRion of the 
| Law of Works, tho' it bein it ſelf unchangeable, yet you ſay 
-; is "4 pain how elſe could the change of it ſuppoſe Chriſt's 

eatn ? 

I know not how words can more plainly expreſs a thing than 
yours do expreſs a change of the Sanion of the Law, which 
you ſay ſuppoſeth the death of Chriſt. And how could you 
forget that you had ever written theſe words? Or how could 
you read what you have tranſcribed out of this page, and not ſee 
theſe words which immediately follow the place you ſtop at ? 

Having then found a change of the Sanction of that Law which 
Chriſt honoured by his perfe&t obedience, I muſt tel] you, that 
herein you have left Mr. Baxter, gone beyond Mr. Humfrey, and 
fallen in with the Socinians 3 for according to this Notion of 
yours, the 01d ſevere Law i vacated, and a more ealie erected in- 
ſtead thereof, which is an errour peculiar to the Socinians and 


their kindred. ; : 
*© Thus Crelins, ſub Evangelo ſuſtulit ſeve- 
Cre!. Seu Volkel. de © »;(ſimam illam Legis Moſaice ſanttionem. Ma- 
= "x _— — * lediftus omnis, qui non Perſeverat in Omnibus 
ea < 285, pot © 2ue ſcripta ſunt in Libro Legis, (Gal. 3. 10. 


© ex ut. 27. 26.) loco ejus hanc Reponens : 


cc $ 
& « Aus. 
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&« Oui non credit,nempe in Des filium, (Marc. 16. 16. Joh, 318,39.) 


© condemnabitur. ; 

« God hath under the Goſpel removed that moſt ſevere Law of 
* Moſes, which ſaith, Curſed is every one that continueth not-in the 
« Book of the Law to dothem, (Gal. 3: 10. out of Deut. 27. 26.) 
* and anther requiring Faith, on pain of Damnation, is put into 
* jts place. 

The (ame is held by you in your affirming a Change of the Penal 
San#ion, whereby the Curſe is not againſt every fin, only a- 
gainſt final! unbelief and impenitence, as you exprels it in the fe- 
cond part of your Anſwer to my Repreſentation. 

But I beſeech you to conſider that the Commination of the 
Law is really unchangeable, and remains in its full force, threat- 
ning the leaſt fin with eternal Death, whereby the defects of 
our Faith and other Graces deſerve Hell, which make freſh ap- 
plications to the blood of Chriſt for Pardon always neceſlary. 
For this conſult Mr. Baxter ; © Nature declares Puniſhment to 
* be due to fin; yea to all fin, the Penalty not totally nullified, 
© but made Remediable by the Conditional Covenant of Grace. ' 
&* q. d. [ Thou ſhalt perfeftly obey me for the time to come, and every 
* fir ſhall deſerve everlaſting Puniſhment, [0 far as that I might juſtly 
* inflitt it, and will do it, if it be not remitted] Cath. Th. Part 2. 
« Sect. 2. Page 29. 31. Once more, I doabt not, faith Mr. 
© Baxter, but the very culpable defect of love to God, and other 
© holy qualifications defileth our beſt Works with ſin ;and every 
& ſin deſerve: h ſome degree of a Hell, according to the Law of In- 
© nocency : But if they mean 1. That good . Works as ſuch are 
*not finz 2, Or that our Infirmities are not ſuch as to which 
© the Law of Grace threatgeth hell, and will condemn us; we 
© are then of their mind, but we miſlike their words : For were 
* there not an antecedent deſert of hell, and a ſinfubneſs ſo deſerving 
* (tho' not by an unremediable guilt) there would be 10 need of 
« Pardon, Cathol. Theol. Part. 3 page 270. 

* Mr. W's. This Change of the Sanition ſuppoſeth the Death of 
* Chriſt, and his honouring the Law by his perfeft Obedience. 

S. L. The Socinians do in like manner aflign the Change of the 
Santion to the death of Chriſt. So Crellius, ©* Sanftio autem novi 
* Federis in Morte Chriſti Expriſſe Collocari 4 Sacris Scriptoribus, 

cc & 
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&« < zd quiderm apti{ſime ſolet ;, for which He brings ſeveral Rea- 
ſons, Crell, Reſp. ad Cap. 1. Grot, de ſatisf. p. 13. 

Theſe, Sir, are the ſofteſt Inſtances Paterial, that I could 
pitch upon, to ſhew too cloſe an Agreement between ſome parts 
of your Books, and the Socinians, And now to return to the 
Doctor; | | 

Thus, Honowred and Reverend Sir, I have conſidered that part 
of Mr. W's his Sheet, which moſt nearly relates thoſe Points, 
wherein I aſſigned ſome Difference in Dorinals between your 
ſelf and bim. And I forbear the Recapitulation of them (which 
was even at my Pen's end to do, becauſe he yet re: ains them) 
for the ſake of Peace, and fear of exaſperation. - 1 am 


Hampſtead, Auguſt gr, 
the 2d, 1695. Your moſt humble 
faithful Servant, 
pf A 
Mr . Humfrey, 


M* Iiliams hath appealed to you in one- Material Point 
between us; I pray you in the cauſe of our Brethren, and 
for accommodation's lake,to give your Judgment, ſeeing he calls 
to you for it. The wordsare thele, p. 4: 1s @ change of the Penal 
Santtion of the Moral Law, the ſame as, the Goſpel hath another 
Santion to the Preeeptive part of the Law? There are more words 
added, but the Queſtion muſt be propoſed without them, be- 
cauſe the words added are not (that I can find) in his Books. 


Mr. Lobb, 


| he refuſe your Motion, and Anſwer, 1: is tbe ſame (as it 
would ſeem to me) if you 2dd no more. Another Sandfion, 
and a change of the Santtion is all one. But Mr. W's; adds theſe 
words, as thoſe Precepts are taken into the Goſpel, and goes on; May 
not 
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not the Law have its own own Sanition fill 41 a Covenant of works, 
and yet the Goſpel have another Sanition as a Covenant of Grace, tho 
it includes the Moral Precepts as a Rule? And this turning the Ta- 
bles, does bring his Judgment and mine to mees- ; 

That the Threatning Curſe, or Penal San&tion of che Law, as 
well as the Precepr, is not abrogated, or ceaſed, is manifeſt by 
thoſe words of our Lord ; He that Believeth not is condemned al- 
ready, which could not be ſaid, if the Law in its threatning was 
made void. Now you accuſing him of an errour in ſaying con- 
trary, -he denies it. He denies not bat it is ans erronr, and a 
great one, if he did (0, bur denies that there is any thing in his 
Books, from whence you can gather he does. He expounds 
himſelf ocherwiſe, and what his Judgment, when he wrote, was, 
himſelf only knows. 

It maſt be acknowledged that Mr. W's Conceptions ſeem nor 
to me ſo plain, and clear in this Point, as the Common Doctrine, 
which is Preached ang received. Every man (according to this 
common Doctrine) who is an Unbeliever, or an unſound Be- 
liever, is under Condemnation, and the Law conſequently as to 
the Penal San&tion muſt be in force: But when a man comes to 
be a Believer, ſay our Divines (as Rutherford, to name one) He 
is no longer #nder the Law, but wnder Grace, according to the 
Apoſtle, there is no condemnation to them that are in Chriſt Teſus. 
And for this reaſon, becauſe he is not under the Law, every fin 
doth not condemn him, and his duty. is m_—_— tho' imper- 
fet, If Mr. Williams by this Phraſe of his, that che Goſpel bath 
another Sanction to the Preceptive pa"t of the Law, underſtands the 
Apoltle's nor under the Law, and ſays the ſame thing, it is a Phraſe 
I doubt, not uſual in others. 

- As for the Queſtion, how, or how far we are freed or re- 
deemed from the Law, it is not moved ; but what I have ſaid in 
2 little does ſtate the Point, diftinguith the Dary and the Condr 
tjon of the Law, and Goſpel. PerfeR obedience is till our Duty, 
but it isnot required as the Condition of Life and Salvation,when 
a Man believes he is brought from under the Condition of the Law 
to the Condition of the Golpel : This our Divines mean, in that 
trice Determination, we are freed from the Law, not gue Regula, 
but qu4 Fedus, and by qu4 Fedus they expound mainly to be 
quoad 
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guoad Fuſtificationem, & quoad Legis Rigorem, which two Points 
in ſhort ſpeak at once all theſe words Pollo wing : Tho nothing be 
abated in the Rule of Sin, and Duty, yet Bleſſings are promiſed to 
lower degrees of dugy, and a continuance in a ſtate of Death, with a 
bar to the bleſſings are not threatned ggainſt every degree of Sin, as 
the Covenant of Works did. Doth it threaten Damnation, or a con- 
tinuance therein 0n any true Penitent Believing Godly Man, becauſe 
he is imperfett ? 

Theſe Words of Mr. Wiliams, and all theſe words I recite, 
becauſe they are in his Book, and I do not ſee that they do de- 
termine the Cauſe between you and him ; for here is nothing in 
them to prove, that he held the Threatning or Penal Sanction of 
the Law to be ſtill in force, the face of them looking another way : 
Nay, if it beheld to be vacated, here is nothing inconſiſtent 
with that Opinion. There muſt be other words then, or Places 
in his Books, where his Cauſe muſt be tried. By a Man's words 
be ſhall be juſtified, and by his words he ſhall be condemned, 

Now, Mr. £obb, I have not really Mr. W's his Books, I bor- 
rowed them to read, and return'd them 3 you are to deal faith- 
fully with him and your Conſcience ; if you find not in him ſome 
ſuch words, or the ſenſe of them as fignitie a change of the Penal 
Sanction of the Law of works, you have wronged him, and muſt 
beg his Pardon. If there be any ſuch words (which one can 
bardly believe,if the contrary was his weighedjudgment when he 


wrote) then is there here ſuch a fault on Mr. Williams his fide, as 
ought indeed to be rebuked;z to wit, that there is ſo much expreſſed in his 
Books, out of which you was put to Colle& his Errors (and conſequently we 
muſt account he knew not then that it was an errour,) and yet he ſhould now 
upon a preſent explanation pretend you to be falſe in your ColleF;on, and him 
right in his Notzon, which your Obſervation only made him Corre#. 
He appeals here to me as a Judge, I am ignorant what you or he can prove; 
I profeſs I know not whether there be any thing of this in his Books or no, I will 
ſuppoſe there is not, becauſe of the open falſchood and impudence otherwiſe, 
whereof methinks ſucha one as he can never be guilty ; and therefore I ſay, Mr. 
Lobb, look to your ſelf, the Cauſe muſt come before the Brethren ; if they find, 
that Mr. W's ſhews that there are no ſuch words, or ſenſe of them in his Books, 
you fall, you muſt acknowledge 1t, and crave Pardon: If they find there are any 
ſuch words, or ſenſe, then muſt Mr. W's be honeſt at laſt, and confeſs that there 
is this Errour in his Book, and that there may be others, which he will amend, 
as ſoon as he 1s intormed of them, as he has amended this; and there will be an 
wgerizous compoſure, and an end of all Controvertie. 
A 
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A Paper containing ſome Points of Difference between Dy, Bates and Nr. Willlams. 


Mr, Williams. 
c Hrift where ke is called a Surety, was a Surety of the Better Teſtament, and 
© therefore not of the Law of Works, which enjoyned Obedience, and 

© Inflicted Death on Sinners, Heb. 7. 22. 

* It was not the Covenant that obliged Us to die, or perte&tly Obey in a way 
© of merit, that here heis called Surery of. Man made Right. p. toz. - 

© That the Covenant Chriſt is Surety of, in this place 18 the Golpel-Covenant 3 
©and if ſo, he can, even as a Money-Surety, hereby be bound with us, to no 
* more than what we are Engaged to do and ſuffer by this Goſpel-Covenanr. 
#bi (up. p. 105+ 

, Dr. Bates. , : 

* As inCivil Caſes, where One becomes Surety for another, he is obliged to. 
: pay the Debt, far in the Eftimate of the Law they are both one Perſon. Heb. 7. 22 
* ſo the Lord Jeſus Chriſt entring into this Relation, be ſuſtained the Perſon of Sin- 
* ners, and became Fudicially One with them, and according to the Order of Ju- 
* ſlice, was liable to their Puruſhment, Harm. p. 237. Edit. tertia, 

-* Dr. Owen. The Generality of Expoſitors Antient and Modern, of the Ro- 
© man, and Proteſtant Churches, - Affirm, that the Lord Chriſt as the Surety of the 
* Covenant was Properly a Surety unto God _ us, &c, on Heb. 7-22. 

| Mr. Ws. 

* The Improperneſs of Calling God Creditor, and fin Debts, otherwiſe than Me- 
« aphorically I have ſpoken to: The Sociniazs have ſuch an advantage by it, 
*that ALL men, who underſtand the TRUE Way of oppoſing them, QUIT 
*THESE TERMS. #bi ſup. p. 120» | 
Dr. Bates. 


* Sing are by Reſemblance call'd Debts, as a Debt obligeththe Debtor to payment, 
© ſo findoth the Sinner to Puniſhment. And as the Creditor hath a Right to Exa&t 
* the Payment from the Debror ; ſo God hath a Right to inflit Puniſhment 
* onthe guilty; but with this difference, the Creditor by the mere fignification 
* of his Will may diſcharge the Debtor, for he has an abſolute Power over his 
* Eftate ; whereas Publick Juftice is concerned in the Puniſhment of the guilty. 
"1bi ſupra. © Chriſt by his Obedience ard Death did fully diſchargethe DEBT of all 
* thoſe that are Juſtified. Aſembl. Confeſ. = 9.Y 3« 

Mr s 


* Chriſt bound himſelf to God, to give his Lite by dying in our Read to ſave 
* ours; But HE WAS NEVER Bound in ONE BOND WITH US, that HE 
* SHOULD DO $O. #6i ſup. p. 92. 

* But how follows it, that becauſe he obliged himſelf in the Covenant of Re- 
© demption, that he would be in our Nature ſubje& to the Law for our Redemnp- 
*rion ; that therefore He was ſuch a Surety in what be did, as THAT WE LE» 
*G ALLY PID, WHAT HE DID, andthat in the Eftimate, and" Sentence of that 
*Lew, 4 4 Law of Works? It's ſo far from Concluding this, thit it Concludes 
*the Contrary. #bi ſup- p- 110. 

This us in his third anſwer to Ga 4+ 4; 5- which he leap'd over, in his anſwer 
to Mr, Humfrey E ' Dr. 
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| Dr. Bates. 

* Chriſt entred into the Bond we had forfeited. — And ſatisfied the Penalty 
© of the Moral Law, as Our Surety. Ubi ſup. p. 238, 

*The Lord Chrift entringiincotbis Relation, (viz. of our Surety) he ſuſftsined 
© the Perſon of Sinners, and became Fxdicially one with them, and according to the 
* Order of Juſtice, was liable to their Puniſhment. Ubi ſup- p. 139- : 

* Again, Altho' it's Eſſential to the Nature of Puniſhment to be Inflited for 
*Sin, yet not on the Perſon of the Sinner, for inConſpeffu fori the Sinner and 
* Surety are One. Hbj ſup-p.242, 243. 


Mr. Ws. 

Obj. © Chrift was made under the Law, to Redeem them, that were under the Law, 
* that we might recieve the Adoption of Sons, Gal. 4. 4 5+ 

Anſw, 1. * I might ſhew how the CONTEXT doth Confine to the following 
; viz. Chriſt was made under the Jewiſh Law, as Delivered Four Hun- 
* dred after the Promiſe, which could not give Life, nor the = ; under 
© which .the Jewiſh Believers were ſhut up, and ictheir Schoolmaſter, and 
n | under the Elements of this World, i.e. the Ceremonies ; 


they as unby h- £m 
| : a þ = from the Deſigned Liberty of Adopted Sons. But Chrift was made un- 


der zbk# Law to Redeem and Reſcue thole Jewiſh Believers from THIS BON- 
* DAGE, and to bring the Gentiles as well as they,and at one Inftant with them, 
*tothe Geigle Ereedom and Liberty from the Jewiſh Toch and Bondage, which 
* many are flil! fond of. Conſult Chap. 3,0 4. In this ſenſe, it's not the ny 
© Imnocency as 4 Covenant of Works that's meant by the Law under whi 
* Chriſt was made.The Law of Workshad not init the Ceremonies, Ordinances, 
* and the like. #bi ſup. p+ 109, an” : 

r. Bates. 


The Apoſtle tells us, Gal. 4. 4, 5- That when the fulne(s of Time, came God ſent bk 
© Son, made under the Law, that be might Redeem them that wer» under the Law. He 
*rook our Nature and Condition : He wasmade under rhe Law Moral and Cere- 
* n0nial. The Direfive part of the Moral Law he fulfilled by the Innocency of his 
"Life 3 The Penalty he ſatisfied as our Surety, being under an Obligation to ſave 
* Us. #bj ſup. p- 238. r. #'s. hats, 

©There 1snot a Change of Perſon berwixt the EleA and Chriſt. Goſpel Truth 
ftared, inthe ftate of Truth. p. 35 : 

© The Difference lies in theſe Points. [vi4. betwixt Dr. Criſp, and him.) 

1» * Whether there be a Change of Perſon betwixt Chriſt and the Ele, yea, or 
* betwixt Chrift and Believers. This the Dr. affirms. and 1 deny. 4bi ſup. p. 40. 
© There 4 not a Change of perſon betwixt Chriſt andthe Ele#f, p 41. The Ground of 
© Dr. Criſp's miftake,Becauie Chrift ſuffered in our ſtead, rhat the fruit of bk ſuffering 
* might be our DELIVER ANCE from Suffering, and our being ſavel at Laſt; there- 
© fore he thinks there is a Change of Perſon, Ubi ſup. p.52. fo far Vr B's. In 
Hypotbeſs autem. þ. e. in Chrifto Liberatore noftro, qui <yTi>u7 cy nofirum eff, i4 
noſcimus, Nos enim mortem ferre debebamus, ille ut nos ab e Liberarer mortem 
nuit, Crell. ceſponſ. ad Gror. de fatisfaRt. cap. 8. | 


Dr. Bates. 
- *Our Saviour told his Diſciples, Thaz she Son of Man came to Give — 
Life 
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©Lifea R FOR may : «|: ſignifies aCommutation, or Ex Things, or 
« al wp huts are we commanded to render to none Evil FOR Evil : And if 
© ; Son a5k of bi Father « Fiſh, will be give bim « Serpens for 4 FISH? When 'tis 
© uſed with reſpet of Perſens, it Imports a Subſtirurion in another's place, Ar 
© cheltus Reigned &Y]; Fgwd'\s, Afat. 17.27. in ftead of bk Father Herod. 

* And Peter paid Tribute FOR Chriſt, that iss REPRESENTING Him, 4+ 


c \ 245, 
ſup. p, 245 Ws, 


Mr. 
© It is Blaſphemy to debaſe Chriſt amorg their Number, who were Enemies 
-© without Strength, and Sinners, for whom he was the dying Sacrifice. Goſpel 


"WOW'Þ> Dr. Bates 


« Chrift was the Holy Lew giver, yet he ſubmitted to that Law, which made 
« Him Appear under the CHARACTER, and DISREPUTATION of a SIN- 
* NER. #bi ſup. p. 168. ; 
© The Greateſt gnominy attended Chriſt's Death, and that in the Account of GOD, 
* and Mex, Ubi ſup p- 173 174: fo far the Dr. And He was Numbred 
© Tranſgrefſors, and bore the fin of many. oth the Prophet, Iſs. 53. 12. 
r. Ws 


© The Father was never diſpleaſed with Chriſt. Goſpel Truth. p. 31. The Soul of 
© Chriſt endured the EFFECTS of Gad's Wrath; but was never diſpleaſed with 
© Chriſt. Anſwer to Mr. Humfrey. p. 5, 6- 
Dr. Bates. 
The anguiſh of his Sou! was not merely from ſympathy with his Body ; but 
- * IMMEDIATELY from Divine Diſpleaſure. It pleaſed the Lord to bruiſe him ; 
* This principally reſpetsthe Impreflions of Wrath made upon his Inward man. 


* Hbi (npra. PÞ. 241, 
p74. P. Mr, #5. 


* All Communications of comfort or ſtrength from the Divine Nzture could not be 
* interrupted, while the Perſonal Unjon remained. Goſpel Truth. p. 33. That the 
© Divine Nature ſuſpended for a while the delightful Communications of it, as to 
© che DEGREES it was accuſtomed toemic to the Humane Nature of Chriſt. This 
* with Awel freely affirm. #bi ſupre. p. 33. Becauſe God forſook Chriſt, as to 
<1 AL DEGREES OF COMFORT, Dr. £rif thinks, Chrift was ſeparated 
© from God. Hbi ſupra 36. | 

Dr. Bates 

« An Impetuous Torrent of pure wnmixed Sorrows broke into his ho!y Soul : He 
* felr NO Refreſhing Emanations. Briefly, ALL COMFORTING INFLUENCES 
© were ſuſpended, but without prejudice to the Perſona) Union, or the Perfeion 
© of -his Grace, or to the Love of his Father toward ham. #67 ſupra. p. 192. * The 
© Light of Foy. that alway thined in his Soul, a ſweet Image of Heaven was then 
*TOTALLY Eclipſed. God the Fountain of Compaſiion reftrained himſelf ; his 
© Father appeared a Sev2re, laexorable Judge, and dealc wich him not as bi Son, 
$ but cur Surety. Þ- 241. 


Mr. #s, 
© Can any infer,that becauſeChriſt was —_ under the Law,in performarce = 
3 * bis 
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* his Prior Erptecnyont th Redeem loſt Sinners;to which Engagement theſe Sinners 
" were nevc1 abliged a + that therefore theſe Sinners DID TRUTY ds and SUEFER 


C wha2tevor Chrift dil to redeen and ſave them > Man made 7.17%. 1.117, 
Dr. Barr s. 
© Ckrift muft affume the Natureof Nan. that he might be mit 1:2 57 7-24 in or- 
© dy to mae latts's ion tr him. He was to be our REPRE>! T!VE. there. 
6 for2 juch a Crmunition between us muit be. that Gad M[/GH ESTEEM ALT 


F153 PEOPLE 7 SUFVER IN HIM. 724 fupra. p. 232 
Mr. IH”: 


© The Objefor thinks. 1f I deny tie Criſpian Charge cf Pe? on, Cr 1h ry Sore 
ftyſhiv, and c72 7.07 Piries, in a ſenſe inferring our making ſain 4£1on, by ou 
«dying 1a the Laws E/timace ; Then whate) , Lay, of Carit s at:s »1. wuf 
© be Srernanſn:; ard altl can utter againfi Soct mianium 13 Self contradudt;ys, Ax 
finer fOATr, HumſT:y, P. 7. 

Dr. Gates Ss 

\ Ci11't wasto be our Repre! TRative, therefore ſuch a Conjurition between 

US Mit be, tat Ge { might « eſte: m al bus F reogls to ſuffer in him, ubi (ut 

\Ir. Ky ford. © Arminiars deny, that we paid our Debts i God, in Chri/i. 


* paying for 25s 50 thot the broken an cannot be ſaid to have fart fied the Dobroan and 
Ec couUGN the Surety who ſatisfied for him. which mn all Law 1s urjuft, Ard fince 
© Arminians Ceny, that WE PAID to Fuſtice a Ranlom for $in be-zule ovr Surety 
© Chrif ratd for us, Fe muſt deny that Criſt wir wounded for our Trenſoreſſigns, and 

bruiſed for euy Triquities, or that the Chaſtiſement of cur Peace was 11510 him; cor 
trary tO ?/z 5; 

M. Ws. 

© There ts 4 Change of the Penal Sanction of the Law. Fr-{. to Gob. Ir. That th: 
Goſpel Law doth not denounce Death for the fame fins. as A1im's Law did 
© That Law threatned Death for the lea't Sin, but the Golpei threatens Death 
ot ſor curry Szn. Def. of Goſpel Tr. p. 30. 

Mr. _ 

© For the Comminstion of the Law, we muſt underitand two things. +. T! at fo! 
© every Tranſzre ſion a tropertionable Puniſhment i due. Thus 1s in ſtriftnels, and moſt 
proper ſenle N ATURAL, and theretore unalterable. The moPt nzorous De- 
rerminations of the Penalty ftand publickly ex'ant amonzR rhe Plariie of the 
* Redezmer. Ot Bleſſedneſs. p. 33, 34+ Mr. Al/oy ho'ds the ſaine. Antiqo3qo. p 688, 

This part of tiat _ referr d unto by Mr. Humfrey, Mr. 17's. and my felf, 

witch re'ates unto Dr. B:r-s fomcwhat enlarged, I thought meet tor the Kea- 
der's greater help ,and (7 metaction, tomaoke priblick: To which I will cnly add, 
I am well «fu red that the CHIEF, it rot 4 ; ct thole Brethren. who $#ublrib'd 
tne Tefimonial prefix' d to Mr Hs. 1s Book, agree with the D:For, and their 
Congregu: jonal ard Pr, 1bjtcri i im Brer! ren, holding no moreinthele Points, than 
what hath been felivered by the B-iti!h Divines at the Synod of Drrr 5; And that 
che T: Fmonial o bir. Ws. bor ks 15 to be confids red rather as an Athorrerce of 
Antincmianiſm, th 127 © : Approval of Mr. 1's. F1s Notrons, wiinm fome 1mpor- 
tart fart $ Of this TOnroV erfie d ifters from Avmyrald, Mr. Baxtey, -, and Mr. Humfres 

:s well as from Dr Z/tes and his Brethre 
F l wy 1 S. 


- 


La 


LA 


